Our calculation agrees with that of Leveille [6] . (In the results of ref. [6] , one must set the charged Higgs boson charge equal to −1 in units of e, since the calculations presented there are for g − 2 of the µ − .) In the two-Higgs doublet model (see §4.1), C S and C P depend on the choice of Higgs- is the most general two-Higgs doublet scalar potential subject to a discrete symmetry φ 1 → −φ 1 which is only softly violated by dimension-two terms. This is not strictly correct. There is one additional term that can be added:
However, this term can be eliminated by redefining the phases of the scalar fields. To see this, note that if λ 7 = 0 then the coefficient multiplying the term (φ † 1 φ 2 ) 2 in the scalar potential is complex, while if λ 7 = 0 then the corresponding coefficient is real. Subsequent results presented in §4.1 are not affected by this choice. Moreover, in the minimal supersymmetric model, λ 7 = 0 (at tree-level). On the other hand, in CP-violating two-Higgs-doublet models, it is important to keep λ 7 = 0 if one wishes to retain the overall freedom to redefine the Higgs field phases.
10 The rules for cubic and quartic scalar interactions given in Appendix A are specific to the minimal supersymmetric model (MSSM), since the MSSM imposes specific constraints on the Higgs potential. Nevertheless, it turns out that the rules for cubic scalar interactions involving at least one Goldstone boson can be written in a completely model independent way. Three examples of these model-independent rules (which apply to the most general CP-invariant two-Higgs-doublet model) were given in Fig. A .17 on p. 375. In fact, we can obtain similar results for the other six non-zero three-Higgs vertices given on pp. 373-374. For completeness, the Feynman rules in the general CP-invariant two-Higgs-doublet model for all non-zero three-Higgs vertices involving at least one Goldstone field are listed below: 
18. On p. 407, in Fig. A.36(f) , the Feynman rule for the G ± H ∓ q kR q kR vertex is incorrect. The corrected rule is:
19. On p. 417, in eq. (C.1), replace Γ(φ 0 → γγ) with Γ(h → γγ), in order to be consistent with the notational conventions of Table 1 
